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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. 
Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the 
previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14. 
Applicant's submission filed on 8/14/2009 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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3. Claims 1-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over StatView RespondNow, 2002, GE, USA, in view of Brown, US Patent 
5,997,476, and further in view of Welch, US Patent Pub. 20040097246 A1 . 

Re Claim 1, StatView RespondNow discloses a medical monitoring health 
care facility , the system comprising: a patient monitoring devices, the patient 
monitoring devices configured to send an alert to the medical monitoring system 
through a hospital network when any of a plurality of patients being monitored 
may have a condition that requires attention ( Instant knowledge for better care: a 
patient monitoring network that receives alerts from patient sites and transmits to 
portable devices upon the caregivers ), the medical monitoring system configured 
to generate a notification message when the patient monitoring device sends the 
alert ( Instant knowledge for better care: the patient monitoring network transmits 
information regarding the patient condition and location ), a notification server that 
converts the alert to an appropriate format and a notification transmitter that 
receives the alert and wirelessly transfers the notification message to a portable 
electronic device ( Instant knowledge for better care: the patient monitoring 
system communicates with the StatView server (notification server) in the figure 
of page 2, which in turn transmits the information from the patient monitoring 
system to a caregiver and is displayed by the portable device in a format which 
the caregiver can understand ), a processing circuit wherein the processing circuit 
receives the notification messages indicating that the patient being monitored 
may have a condition that requires attention ( Instant knowledge for better care: 
its inherent that the device in fig. 1 has a processing circuit ): a wireless 
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transceiver (fig. 2 of page 2 ): and to facilitate transfer of data by way of the 
wireless transceiver ( Instant knowledge for better care: patient monitoring 
network receives alerts from patient sites and wirelessly transmits to portable 
devices upon the caregivers ), wherein the portable electronic device is adapted 
to communicate via a wireless protocol, corresponding to the patient monitoring 
device ( Instant knowledge for better care: patient monitoring network receives 
alerts from patient sites and wirelessly transmits to portable devices upon the 
caregivers ); but fails to disclose wherein the portable electronic device includes: 
an audio signal input device ( Brown, fig. 15: 118: col. 12. lines 12-14 ): an audio 
signal output device ( Brown, fig. 15: 72: col. 12, lines 6-11 ) and the data being a 
voice data ( Brown, col. 11, lines 46-55 ). However, Brown does. It would have 
been obvious to modify the portable device of StatView RespondNow to have an 
audio input/output with the capability to transmit voice data as taught in Brown 
( Brown, fig. 15: 72; col. 12. lines 6-11 ; col. 11. lines 46-55 ) for the purpose of 
providing personal medical conditions of patients and audibly communicate 
queries. The combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002 and Brown et 
al fail to disclose a system that incorporates a multiple transmission paths 
including a WLAN transceiver and a cellular network transceiver. However, 
Welch discloses the ability to transmit wireless signals via multiple transmission 
paths that include a Bluetooth protocol, cellular communications protocol and a 
WLAN protocol either simultaneously or by choosing one path ( Welch, para 
0020 ). Hence, it would have been obvious to modify the StatView RespondNow, 
2002 and Brown et al references to include the ability to transmit data through 
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multiple wireless paths at the same time or by choosing a single path as taught in 
Welch ( Welch, para 0020 ) for the purpose of enhancing the transmission 
capabilities of the system. 

The combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002 and Brown fail 
to explicitly disclose a plurality of patient monitoring devices. Official notice is 
taken that both the concepts and advantages of using a plurality of patient 
monitoring devices are well known in the art. Thus it would have been obvious to 
use a plurality of patient monitoring devices so the caregivers can monitor the 
condition of many patients thus making the caregiver more efficient. 

Claim 2 has been analyzed and rejected according to claim 1 . 

Re Claim 3, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the portable electronic device of claim 1 , wherein the 
wireless transceiver uses a cellular data protocol ( Brown, col. 4, lines 55-60 ). 

Re Claim 4, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the portable electronic device of claim 1 , wherein the 
device is configured such that if a voice communication link is established with a 
recipient while a notification message is being displayed, data associated with 
the notification message may be forwarded to the recipient ( Brown, col. 11, lines 
46-55 ). 

Re Claim 5, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the portable electronic device of claim 4, wherein the 
device is configured such that if a voice communication link is established with a 
recipient while a notification message is received, data associated with the 
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notification message is automatically forwarded to the recipient ( Brown, col. 11, 
lines 46-55 ). 

Re Claim 6, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the portable electronic device of claim 1 , wherein the 
transceiver is capable of transferring data to an access point connected to a 
health care facility network (StatView RespondNow, 2002, fig. 2 ). 

Re Claim 7, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the portable electronic device of claim 1 , wherein the 
transceiver is configured such that a user may connect directly with a second 
portable electronic device ( Brown, fip. 1: 24 & 32 ). 

Claims 8 & 10 have been analyzed and rejected according to claim 1 . 

Claim 9 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 3 & 8. 

Claim 1 1 has been analyzed and rejected according to claim 1 . 

Re Claim 12, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the system of claim 1 1 , wherein the second 
processing circuit is configured to facilitate transfer of the voice data to a 
recipient using a telephone line ( Brown, col. 4, lines 55-60 ). 

Re Claim 13, which further recites, "Wherein the processing circuit is 
configured to use a private branch exchange to facilitate transfer of the voice 
data to a recipient using the telephone line." The combined teachings of StatView 
RespondNow, 2002, Brown and Welch do not explicitly disclose a private branch 
exchange as claimed. Official notice is taken that both the concept and 
advantages of providing a private branch exchange is well known in the art. It 
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would have been obvious to use a private branch exchange since it is commonly 
used as a communication means to serve a particular office or organization. 

Re Claim 14, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the system of claim 1 1 , wherein the second 
processing circuit is coupled to the portable electronic device using a network of 
the health care facility ( Brown, fig. 1: 24 & 32 ). 

Re Claim 15, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the system of claim 1 1 , wherein the second 
processing circuit is configured to receive a user input signal input by the audio 
signal input device and initiate a call to a particular recipient based on the audible 
user input signal (Brown, fig. 15: 118: col. 12. lines 12-14: Brown, col. 4. lines 55- 
60). 

Claim 16 has been analyzed according to claims 3 & 11. 

Re Claim 17, the combined teachings StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the system of claim 1 1 , further comprising a second 
portable electronic device ( StatView RespondNow. 2002. RespondNow improves 
care guality: ability to let another caregiver respond means there are multiple 
caregivers using RespondNow ). comprising a second audio signal input device 
( StatView RespondNow. 2002. RespondNow improves care guality: ability to let 
another caregiver respond means there are multiple caregivers using 
RespondNow ): a second signal output device ( StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
RespondNow improves care guality: ability to let another caregiver respond 
means there are multiple caregivers using RespondNow ): a second wireless 
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communicator ( StatView RespondNow, 2002, RespondNow improves care 
quality: ability to let another caregiver respond means there are multiple 
caregivers using RespondNow ); and a third processing circuit configured 
( StatView RespondNow, 2002, RespondNow, Instant knowledge for better care: 
its inherent that the device in fig. 1 has a processing circuit ) to receive the 
notification messages indicating that the patient being monitored may have a 
condition that requires attention and to facilitate transfer of voice data to the 
second audio signal output and from the second audio signal input wirelessly 
( StatView RespondNow, 2002, RespondNow improves care quality: ability to let 
another caregiver respond means there are multiple caregivers using 
RespondNow ); wherein the portable electronic device is configured to transfer 
voice data from the first electronic device directly to the second electronic device 
( Brown, col. 4, lines 55-60 ). 

Re Claim 18, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the system of claim 1 1 , wherein one of the first 
processing circuit and the second processing circuit is configured to initiate a call 
to a particular recipient based on a notification message received by the portable 
electronic device ( Brown, fig. 15: 118; col. 12, lines 12-14: Brown, col. 4, lines 
55-60 ). 

Claim 19 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 4 & 1 1 . 
Claim 20 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 3 & 1 1 . 
Re Claim 21 , the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the system of claim 1 1 , wherein a single user input 
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received by one of a user input device of the portable electronic device and a 
device used by the recipient of the voice data may be used to forward, to the 
recipient of the voice data, physiologic data that has been received by the 
portable electronic device ( StatView RespondNow, 2002, Instant knowledge for 
better care ). 

Re Claim 22, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the system of claim 21 , wherein the single user input 
may be used to forward data that is displayed on a display screen of the portable 
electronic device and data that is related to the data that is displayed on a display 
screen of the portable electronic device ( StatView RespondNow, 2002, Instant 
knowledge for better care ). 

Re Claim 23, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose wherein the system is configured such that the 
portable electronic device may be used to control a wireless phone ( Brown, fig. 1: 
26/32 ) coupled to the portable electronic device and answer incoming calls of the 
wireless phone ( Brown, col. 4, lines 55-59 ). 

Re Claim 24, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the system of claim 1 1 , wherein a notification 
message received by the first processing circuit includes physiological data 
associated with the patient who may have a condition that requires attention 
( StatView RespondNow. 2002. Instant knowledge for better care ). 

Claim 25 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1 & 21 . 

Claim 26 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1 & 21 . 
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Re Claim 27, the combined teachings of StatView Respond Now, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the method of claim 26, wherein the physiologic data 
is ECG waveform data ( StatView RespondNow, 2002, RespondNow improves 
care quality ). 

Re Claim 28, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the method of claim 25, wherein receiving data from a 
monitoring device comprises receiving data from a central station that has 
received the data from the monitoring device ( StatView RespondNow, 2002, fig. 
2). 

Claim 29 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1 & 21 . 
Claims 30 & 33 have been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1 & 

21. 

Claim 31 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1, 3 & 21 . 
Claim 32 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1 , 3 & 21 . 
Claim 34 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1 , 17 & 21 . 
Claim 35 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1, 4, 21 & 

25. 

Claim 36 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1, 21-22. 

Claim 37 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1 , 15 & 21 . 

Re Claim 38, the combined teachings of StatView RespondNow, 2002, 
Brown and Welch disclose the method of claim 25, but fail to disclose further 
comprising transferring voice data using a wired connection to the portable 
electronic device. However official notice is taken that both the concepts and 
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advantages of providing a wired connection are well known in the art. Thus it 
would have been obvious to use a wired connection for the purpose of 
establishing a stronger connection. 

Claim 39 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 1 & 21 . 

Claim 40 has been analyzed and rejected according to claims 3, 11, 14, 
17 & 21. 

Claims 41 & 42 have been analyzed and rejected according to claims 3, 
11, 14, 17 & 21 . 

Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to GEORGE C. MONIKANG whose telephone 
number is (571 )270-1 1 90. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. alt 
Fri. Off 7:30am-5:00pm (est). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Chin Vivian can be reached on 571-272-7848. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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